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This report evaluates the second year of Antioch Colleges experimental French 1

course. which features the use of student assistants and acetate audiovisual aids for
laboratory work. The bulk of the report consists of appendixes that contain most of

the data on both exper
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EXPERIMENT IN FRENCH LANGUAGE INSTRUCTION

Report No. 2
Antioch Collsge, 1959-1960

This is a report on the second year of Antioch College's experimen-
tation in the use of new teaching procedurec in Fremch language instruc-
tion. It supplements an earlier study report submitted for the 1958-59

school year.

The principal purpose of the studies has been to se:z whether the
College could develop new methods in its program of French language
instruection that would enable it to improve the quality of instruction,
whils at thn same time achleving greater economies in the costs of
instruction. The studies have been conducted with the aid of a graat

from the Fund for the Advancement of Education.

The new teaching procedures were developed by Herman Schnurer,
Chairman of the Department of Languages and Professor of French. The
study has been under the direction of Sarmel Baskin, Director of
Educational Research at Antioch College, and Robert Boyd, Assistant
Professor of Education. Other staff members participating in the
study inelude Edward Clark, Audiovisual Librarian, who served as
audiovisual consultant to the study group; Mrs. Corinne Barger, who
assisted Mr. Clark and who helped in the development of many of the
study materials; and Mrs. Monique Verger-Roeth, Miss Mary Ann Oliveau,
Miss Doris Jackson, and Mrs. Sheila Lindgren, who served as student
laboratory assistants and conducted all laboratory classes.

Mrs. Ruth Churchill, College Examiner, helped in the planning of
the evaluation procedures used in the study. W. B. Alexander, Dean
of the Faculty, and Morris Keston, Chairman of the College's

. Educational Policy Committee, served in an advisory capacity in
the planning and development of the study.
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The First Year of Experimentation: Overview and Background

The purpose and background of the study has been dealt with in some

detail in the first study report.l Briefly, the experiment sought to
determine whether the College could, through a reorganization of its
language teaching procedures and the development of new audiovisual alds
for language instruction, improve the quality of its language program
while at the same time achieve new economies in the use of its language

teaching pei'sonnel. The new program in language instruction reorganized
the teaching procedure so that a major portion of the classroom time
previously conducted by the instructor was handled by two student labor-

atory assistants. These assistants worked from & series of previously

prepared lesson units which had been drawn directly on acetate visuals

or transparencies, and which were mcunted for use with an overhead pro-

jector. Thesc acetate lesson unitz accompanied by tape recorded sound

formed the basic instructional materials for French I. Iastructional

time saved under the new method approximated twelve hours per week at

each level of French (French I, II, and III). A detailed breakdown of

the time savings achieved under the new instructional pattern is shown

2
below.

Ip periment in French Language Instruction, Antioch College, Fund
for the Advancement of Education, 1958-59.

2pe wlar Method of Instruction Experimental Method of Instruction
Assuming an enrollment of sixty students)
3 separate sects. of 20 each; 1 sect. of &0 students meets twlce
students meet for 1 hr. 5 times a week with instr.(total of 3 hrs.),
a week with instructor, and are 4 times a week with student lab.assist.

expected to do 16 hours of outside with each lab.session 1} hrs. Students
WoXle, expected to do 11 hrs. outside work.

Total in and out of class time required of students: 21 hours.
Total supervised instr. time Total supervised instr. time received

received by students: S hrs. by students: 9 hrs.(3instr.,61ab ass.)

Total instr. contact hrs. to Total number of imstr. contact hrs.to
handle 60 students: 15 hrs. handle 60 students: 3 hrs.(1l sect.
(3 sects. meet 5 times a week) meets 2 times a week with instructor)
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The design of the study called for the employment of control and
experimental groups to be taught by the conventional and the experimental
methods, with each group held responsible for covering the same course
materials and meeting the same course objectives. Both groups were
matched on a number of variables, and a series of pre- and post-tests was
administered in order to determine whether there wers differences in the
achievement levels of the control and experimental groups. In addition,
a teacher rating scale vwas employed in an attempt to check on student
satisfactions and dissatisfactions with both the regular and experimental
teaching procedures. Two major hypotheses were presented:

1) That students participating in an experimental course in French I,
~which made use of certain audiovisual and workbook materials and which
was taught in large part by specially trained student assistants, would
demonstrate a degree of learning and achievement as great as that of
a comparable group of students participating in the regular course in
French I but not using the audiovisual and workbook materials and taught
in its entirety by the course instructor.

2) That students participating in such an experimental course would
demonstrate a degrmee of satisfaction with the course and the instructor
as great as that of a comparable group of students taking the regular
course in French I.

The analysis of the 1958-1959 study data indicated that students
taught by the experimental procedures performed as well as those taking
the course by the regular method of instruction. There was, in fact,
some evidence to indicate that the members of the experimental group had

generally performed better than the members of the control group as
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reflected by: a) the analyses of the mean scores of the groups vwhere the
scores of the experimental group exceeded those of control groups on six
of eight measures employed, and b) the analyses of "gain" scores of both
groups where the scores of members of the experimental group differed
significantly from those of the control group. Although not statistically
significant, the analyses of student responses on a five point teacher
rating scale indicated that in general the members of the experimental
class were better satisfied with the course and the teaching methods
employed than were the members of the coatrol group. These differences
in satisfaction were reflected in the over-all ratings of teaching
effer*iveness, where the scorzs of the experimental group exceeded those
of the control group, and in the analyses of the individual items'on the
teacher rating scale where the members of the experimental group rated

the instructor higher on four of the five items employed.

-

* * % % 3

The Second Year of the Study: 1959-1960

In testing the new methods of instruction for a second successive
year, the study for 1959-60 sought to take advantage of the experiences
of the first year'!s study. The plan of the study paralleled that of the
first year's study in its use of pre~ and post-test comparisons of
students taking the course under experimental and regular methods of
instrustion. Besed on the first year'!s study, several modifications were
made in the acetate lesson materials and additional laboratory sessions
were provided for those students needing special help. A total of thirty-

six students comprised the 1959-60 experimental group.
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The Comparability of the Groups

Data with respect to the comparability of the groups is presented in
Table I of the Appendix. Members of the experimental group were compared
with the previous year's control groups on tests of scholastic ability as
measured by the Verbal Skills Examination of the College Board Entrance
Examination and the Vocabulary Test of English Skills, and on French
Language Skills as measured by the Antioch Placement Test. No statis-
tically significant differences were found between the groups on each of
these measures of comparability, In addition to these measures, two
additional analyses were made: Members of the experimental and control
groups were re-~grouped by subdivisions according to year in college, male-
female distribution, and background experience in French language in an
attempt to see whether any differences existed between the groups when
analyzed by these subdivisions; and the groups were then studied as to
their proportions of male to female students, freshman to upperclass
students, and the number of students with some or no experience in French.
Tables II and III of the Appendix present the results of these analyses.
As was the case with the over-all measures of comparability applied in
Table I, no significant differences were found between the groups when
the data was analyzed by the subdivisions of year level, sex, and French
language experience as shown in Table II, or by numerical composition and
group make-up shown in Table III. All comparisons shown are for the
control group of 1958-59, the experimental group of 1958-59 (experimen~

tal I) and the experimental group of 1959~60 (experimental II).

e e s s,
4 4,

T -

TR VAT

RAGRES IR el b v anixkaostndse sicme el e vl o b, A A A Pt

WA

it -

storrca e

i oac

2 .

—_—

et

D SRR i S

S R ) VP F P A S ey e

Fm L



ISR T P T L et

T S Aot QLR AT S ot 2o

WA Tl Sy A e A A T ol et gt gt A ek g b o

Poat=Course Measures ggplgzed

N LT 3 oS g o Dt

As in the previous year's study, a variety of post-test measures was
employed in an attempt to check on the achievements of the groups. These
measures included:

a) The College Board Entrance Achievement Test in French Reading as
a measure of the individual's vocabulary, grammar, and reading comprehen-
sion skills. |

b) The Cooperative French Listening Comprehension Test as 2 measure
of andio-conmprehension.

¢) The Antioch Placement Test as a measure of both gain and post-
course achievement.

d) Several tape recorded tests of reading and speaking ability.

With the exception of the tape recorded test materials which were devel-
oped by the study staff, all measures employed were standardized instrumentc.

In addition, the teacher rating scale employed in the previous year's
study was also used in the present study in an attempt to obtain some
estimate of student satisfactions and dissatisfactions with the teaching

procedures used. A copy of this scale is included as Appendix B.

The Achievement of the Groups

Data with regard to the achievements of the experimental and control
groups is presented in three ways. Table IV%;presents an analysis of the
post~course achievements of the total groups on each of the measures
employed in the study. Table V* presents an analysis of the achievements
of the groups where the data is analyzed by subdivisions according to year
levels, male-female distribution, and extent of the student's background

experience in French at the time of taking the course. Table Vf*presents

#see Appendix
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an analysis of the data in terms of "gain" scores achieved by the experi=-
mental and control groups through a pre- and post-test administration of
the Antioch Language Flacement test. In all instances comparisons are
shown for the control group of 1958-59, the experimental group of 1958-59
(experimental I), and the experimental group of 1959-60 (experimental 1I).
All measures reported on in Tables IV, V, and VI are for French I.

The analysis of the data by these groupings reveals the following
findingss

a) On seven of eight major comparisons made between total groups

(experimental vs. control) no significant differences were found between
the groups. In the one instance where a significant difference was found
(Table IVs The Post-Course Achievement of the Experimental and Control
Groups, Test of Reading Ability, Tape 1b), this difference favored the
experimental groups. As was the case in the previous year's Qﬁuw, mean
scores of the experimental group generally exceeded those of the control
group.

b) On a variety of comparisons made between subdivisions of the
experimental and control groups (freshman control vs. experimental controlj;
upperclass control vs. upperclass experimental, etc.), three comparisons
proved to be significant in favor of the experimental groups. All three
significant differences occurred on the tape recorded tests of reading
ability (Table V, an Analysis of the Achievement of the Experimental and
Control by Subgroups Within Each Class, Tapes la & b, freshmen vs. fresh-
men and tape 1b, females vs. females). In all other subgroup comperisons

no significant differences were found between the groups.

11n all comparisons, F ratios were applied as a test of significance.
Where significant differences were found, "t" tests were used to determine

which pairs differed significantly. L -
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o) While the results of the first experimental year showed a sig-
nificant difference in "gain scores'in favor of the experimental group,
this difference did not hold up when the experiment was applied for
a second year. Thus a comparison of the control group with the experi-
mental group of both years indicated that, while the gain scores of the
experimental group generally exceeded those of the control group, these
differences were not significant at the level of determination set for

this experiment (.05).

Student Attitudes Toward the Teaching Procedures Employed
Table VII oontains a summary of the results of the comparison of the

classes on the Teacher Rating Scale. This scale was employed in an attempt

to obtain some measure of student satisfaction and dissatisfaction with
the regular and experimental teaching procedures. The table* is to be
read so that the lower the score, the higher is the rating.

The analysis of this data indicates that little difference exists
between the experimental and control groups with regard to their feelings
of satisfaction or dissatisfaction with the teaching procedures employed.
No significant difference was found in the students' over-all rating of
the instructor when comparisons were made between the experimental and
control procedures. There were some indications, however, that the mem-
bers of the experimental group. tended to respond more favorably toward
the instructional procedures employed than did the members of the control
group. This was evidenced by the fact that in the analysis of individuval
items on the Instructor Rating Scale the experimental course was rated
more favorably on nine of twelve comparisons made. In two instances the
analysis of the individual items on the Instructor Rating Scale indicated
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significant differences in favor of the experimental groupl $ in one

instance, a significant difference was found in favor of the control
2
group .

Sunmary of Findings
The major study findings were as follows:
1. Data from both years of the study on a wide variety of measures

indicated that students learned as well by the experimental method of
instruction as they did by the conventional procedures. In those areas

where significant differences did exist, these differences favored the

members of the experimental group.
2. The new methods of instruction were received with considerable

enthusiasm by the students. While there were few significant differences

in the teacher rating scale, an analysis of individual items on this scale

P o e e oy SIS A AN 2 v At

revealed that the members of the experimental group rated the caurse and
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the instructor more favorably than did the members of the control group

™ 30t o

on nino of twelve items on this scale.
3, The new study procedures offered major economies in the use of

instruotional time. Based on an enrollment of sixty students in French I,

French II, and French III, savings of instructional time are approximated

at twelve hours per week for each level of F‘rem:h.3
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1:It'em 3 of the Teacher Rating Scale, "Gets you interested in his sub-
ject", and Item 5, "Knows subject thoroughly enough to orgamgze course and
relate it to others; integrates materials, answers questions'.

2Ttem 2 of Teacher Rating Scale, "Displays an active personal interest

in you, as by being easy to approach, willing to help." . .
3Those savingg are in time spent by the regular course instructor in

the conduct of the class. While achieving these savings, the new instruc-

tional method through its use of studont lab. assistants allows for even

more instrictional timo than was heretofore* possible.
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Plans for Further Study; Application to Other Settings
The new teaching procedures have already been adopted as a part of

the College!s regular instructional program for French I. The College
plans to continue its study of the use of the materials in advanced levels
of French, and hopes that it may be able to set up comparable control
group studies for evaluation of the new procedures in French II and
French III. In addition, with a view toward a broader application of

the materials, the College is now studyling the materials as to needed
adjustments in the hope that they might be adapted for other areas of
language instruction, and for use by other colleges and universities.
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TABLE I

The Comparability of the Groups:
On Measures of Scholastic Ability and French Language Skills

F
Comparison X N Ratio df Sign.
Scholastic Ability
Verbal Skills Examination (CBEE)
Control® 609.87 15 2
Experimental I S7h.Ll 25 1.17 n ns
Experimental II 571.62 34
Vocabulary Test of English Skills
Control 35.53 19 2
Experimental I 32.12 26 .93 ns
Experimental II 31.93 33 75
French Language Skills
Antioch Language Placement Test
Control 27.50 8 2
Experimental I 27.56 9 .19 38 ns
Experimental II 29.57 21
» R
In every case, Control = . Quarter I, I958-1959

Experimental I = Quarter II, 1958-1959
Experimental II = Quarter I, 1959-1960
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Appendix, cont'd.

TABLE II

The Comparability of the Groujs:
On Year Level, Background Experience in French,
and Male~Fenale Distribution Within Each Group

Comparison® Control® g%_r* Exp. II _df  x°  signif.
N |
Year in College |
f’:;:mss l9t 2§ ig 2 1.95 .o ,
Background
i A R ;
Sex 1
Fenale / 2 =z 2 @ m

*
N for these measures detemmined by number in each group taking

Trench Language Placement Test at beginning of course.

N in succeeding tables based on information secured from
Background Data Sheet (See Appendix C).
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Appendix, cont'd.

TABLE III

The Analysis of the Groups by Subdivisions Within Each Group

Co ison X N F df Signif.
Year EveI
Fysshmen vs. Freshmen

Verbal Skills Pramination (CBEE)
Control 606.62 8 2
Exper. I 577013 23 068 52 ns
Exper. II  566.29 2L

Vocabulary Test of English Skills
Control 32.80 10 2
Exper. I 32.22 23 .10 . ns
Exper. II  31.21 2, Sh

Antioch Language Placement Test

Control 28.4 5 2

Exper. I 29.57 7 .06 2k ns
Exper. II 27.93 15

Upperclass vs. Upperclass

Verbal Skills
Exper. I 543.50 2 Sk 16 ns

Exper. II 584.40 10
Vocabulary Test

Control 38.56 9 2
Exper. I 31.33 3 1.27 18 ns
Exper. II 33.89 9
Antioch Language Pl. Test
Control 28.5 2 2
Exper. I 20.5 2 1.13 7 ns
Exper. II 33.67 6
Male-Female Distribution
Male vs. Male
Verbal Skills
Control 624.1) T 2
Exper. I 571.6L 1 77 30 ns
Exper. II  592.58 12
Vocabulary Test
Control 33 . hO 10 2
Exper. I 32.71 1 .02 32 ns
Exper. II 32.91 11
Antioch Language Pl. Test
Control 27.00 3 2
Exper. I 32.50 b .26 ‘ ns
Exper. II 2811 9 i3

(cont inued)
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Appendix, Table III cont !d.

Comparison X N

Male-Female Distribution, cont'd.
Female vs. Female
Verbal Skills

Control 597.38 8
Exper. 1 578.00 11
Exper. II 560.18 22

Vocabulary Test
Control 37.89 9
Exper. I 31.42 12
Exper. II 31.45 22

Antioch Language Pl. Test
Control 29.5 b
Exper. I 23.6 5
Exper. II 30.67 12

Background Experience in French
Students With Some Background
Verbal Skills

Control 548.33 3
Exper. I  513.25 N
Exper. II  562.10 21
Vocabulary Test

Control 31.50 6
Exper. I 2L.40 5
Exper . 1T 31 . 90 21

Students With No Background
Verbal Skills
Control 625.25 12
Exper. I 586.10 21
Exper. II  587.00 13

Vocabulary Test
Control 37.38 13
Exper. I 33.95 21
Exper. II 32.00 12

.69

1.32

.62

1.40

.95

97

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns




Appendix, cont‘'d.

TABLE IV

The Achievements of the Groups

Comparison i

College Board Achievement Test in French Reading
Control 429.73 15
Exper. I 13516 26 .11 7§
Exper. II 430.24 3L

Antioch Language Placement Test
Control 45 .29 1l 2
Exper. I 48.26 27 32 72
Exper. II L49.71 3L

Cooperative French Listening Test
Control 181.71 1l 2
Exper. I 180.62 26 .71 n
Exper. II 184.18 34

Tape-Recorded Tests of Comprehension, Reading, and Speaking Ability

Tape la: Correctness of Pronunciation

Control 70.67 13 2
Exper. I 7L.40 25 1.45 69
Exper. II 77.85 34
Tape 1lb: General Comprehension

Control 4,15 13

Exper. I 5.28 25 3,18 67
Exper. II 5.09 32 ¢

Tape 2: Response in Question and Answer Situations
Control 29.77 13

Exper. I 30.LL 25 2.31 63

Exper. II 39.00 3L

Tape 3: Extemporaneous Conversation (3 minutes)
Control 21.92 13

Exper. I 22.28 25 .05 63
Exper. II 21.53 3k
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Appendix, cont‘d.

TABLE V

Analyses of the Achievements of the Experimental and Control
Classes by Subgroups Within Each Class

T i e o R T

|

Va -- Standardized Instruments: College Board Achievement Test, Antioch

‘ Language Placement Test, and Cooperative French Listening Test. ]

5 Comparison X N F af Signif.

; Year Level

: Freshmen vs. Freshmen

College Board

| Control 428.00 9 . 2

5 Exper. I 1436.86 22 .16 52 ns

; Exper. II  429.96 2l

; Antioch Lang. Fl.

" Control hh ) 89 9 2

} Exper. I 48.57 23 .21 53 ns

; Exper. II 49.33 24

; Co-op. French Listng. Test

1 Control 178.67 9

! Exper. I 180.27 22 .8l 2 ns

| Exper. II  163.58 2l 52

p Upperclass vs. Upperclass

; College Board

; Control 432.33 6 5

: Exper. I 427.75 4 .01 1 ns {

: Exper. II  430.9 10 7

Antioch Lang. Fl. i

| Control 46.0 5 5 ]

4 Exper. I L6.5 L .13 16 ns i

: Exper. II 50.6 10 3

Co-op. French List. Test :

: Control 187.2 5 5 i

3 Exper. I 182.5 L .13 16 ns

? Exper. II 185.6 10 ;

Male-Female Distribution

; Male vs. Male i

; College Board

] Control 419.63 8 3 f

. Exper. I 432.29 1 .33 ns i

Exper. II  417.00 12 31 |

i b

1 Antioch Lang. Pl. *ﬂ

Control 45.29 7 5

z Exper. I 46.13 15 .07 3:?_ ns 4

| Exper. II 43.67 12

| Co-op French List. Test 4
Control 176.75 8 2 i

E Exper. I 180.43 1 2.33 2 ns :
Exper. II  188.5 12

(continued) '
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Appendix, Tablé W cont'd. -T-
! . -

; Comparison X N F df Signif,
Male-Female Distribution, cont'd.

| Female vs. Female

] College Board

i Control Lhl.29 7 2

! Exper. I L39.17 12 .02 38 ns
] Exper. IT  L37.L5 22

\ Antioch Lang. FPl.

i Control L5.29 7 5

g Exper. I 45.92 12 .73 8 ns
; Exper. II  53.00 22 3

1 Co-op French List. Test

i Comtrol 188.33 6 5

Exper. I 180.83 12 1.4 ns
5 Exper. II  181.82 22 37
; Background Experience in French
1 Students With Some Backgrouand

! College Board
! Control L3k.5 6 >
Exper. I 439.20 5 .03 29 ns
é Exper. II  433.19 21
Antioch Lang. Pl.
| Control 48.2 5 9
: Exper. I c8.L 5 .8 28 ns
/ Exper. II 51.57 21
Co-op French List. Test
Control 182. 6 5
i Exper. I 183.2 5 .58 0 ns
: Exper. II  167.62 21 4
i Students with No Background

: College Board
Control 1126.56 9 2
1» Exper. I 43L.57 21 .18 10 ns
. Exper. II  L425.46 13

Antioch Lang. Fl.

| Control 43.67 9 5

] Exper. I 45.95 22 .08 11 ns
] Exper. II 16.69 13

! Co-op French List. Test

g Control 181.5 8 2

' Exper. I 180.0 21 .18 39 ns

4 Exper. II  178.62 13
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Appendix, cont 'd.

Vb -- Tape-Recorded Tests of Comprehension, Reading, and Speaking Ability:
la) Correctness of Pronunciation; lbs General Comprehension;
2) Response in Question and Answer Situations; 3) Extemporaneous

Conversation (3 minutes).

Comparison X N F df Signif.
Year Level
Freshmen vs. Freshmen
Tape la
Control 65.56 9 2
Exper. I 74.86 21 5.88 51 .01
Exper. II 77.79 2l
Tepe 1b
Control 3.56 9 2
Exper. I 5.38 21 7.53 L9 01
Exper. II 5.09 22
Tape 2
Control 2h.2§ 9 S 2
Exper. 1 32.0 21 2. ns
Exper. II  38.75 2), 51
Tape 3
Control 19.Lly 9
Exper. I 22.86 21 .32 5{ ns

Exper. II 22.04 2L

Upperclass vs. Upperclass

Tape la
Control 82.25 L
Exper. I 72.00 b 111 2 ns
Exper. II  78.00 10 15
Tape 1b
Control 5.5 b 2
Exper. I L4.75 L .30 15 ns
Exper. II 5.1 10
Tape 2
Control 42.25 L 2
Exper. I 22.00 L 1.95 18 ns
Exper. II  39.6 10
Tape 3
Control 20,25 L 2
Exper. I 22. 25 ,.l 008 15 ns
Exper. I1 20.3 10
Male-Female Distribution
Male vs. Male
Tape la
Control 76.86 7 5
Exper. I 72.92 12 .86 28 ns
Exper. II 78.75 12
(continued)
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Appendix, Tablé Vb, cont'd.

Comparison X N F

? Male vs. Male, cont'd.

Tape 1b

Control L.57 7

Exper. I 5.2 12 .66
: Exper. II 5.08 12

5 Tape 2

Control 28.57 T

3 Exper. 1 32.5 12 2.64
| Exper. II L5.92 12

Tape 3

* Control 23.1k 7

gf Exper. I 25.83 12 .57
e: Exper. II 21.42 12

; Female vs. Female
Tape la
! Control 63.5 6 2 )
i Exper. I 75.77 13 1.99 38 ns I
Exper. II  77.36 22 |
Tape 1b fg
§ Control 3.67 6 2
Exper. I 5.15 13 3.82 . .05 )
' Exper. II 5.10 20 .36 |
’ Tape 2
3 Control 31.17 6 2 ‘
! Exper. I 28.54 13 67 38 ns
g Exper. II 35.23 22 &
i Tape 3 f
i Control 20.5 6 2 E
! Exper. I 19.0 13 39 38 ns
Exper. II 21.59 22 |
{ I
Background Experience in French i

Students with Some Background

*g Tape la r
Control 66.86 7 2 ]
Exper. I 7h4.33 9 1.25 3 ns 5
i Exper. II 78.57 21 |
Tape 1b
f Control L.1h 7 2 ‘
; Exper. I 5.67 9 2.33 33 ns
: Exper. II 5.25 20
s Tape 2 ]
: Control 33.71 7 2 5
Exper. I 31.44 9 2.22 ki ns g
i Exper. IT  13.95 21 3
Tape 3 ;
Control 23.71 T 2
Exper. I 22.0 9 .15 L ns :
Exper. II  21.38 21 3

(continued)
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Appendix, Table Vb, cont'd.

F

Background Experience in French, cont'd.
Students with No Background

Tape la
Control

Exper. 1
Exper. II

Tape 1lb
Control

Exper. I
Exper. I1

Tape 2
Control

Exper. 1
Exper. II

Tape 3

Control

Exper. 1
Exper. II

75.17
7h. bk
76.69

A oty F gy ok

é
16
13

é
16
12

é
16
13

6
16
13

T TN Ay i o -4

.28

1.10

2k

.18

af

Si

ns

ns

ne

ns

f.

KEOIT 0 Syt

o r gl oy SOV e = SV L St v

ot ATV il VA e WA VU JIRT e T P R

gieR =

T N7 o Pt s e e 1 I —

e R e, O

G Ty

LT IR ey sy e

!

]

£
=t
M
E;
b
b
X




R I R R i it N g,
t ~ SN R Aty

R W m L B e GATRDT LT SA AT  Y at Yima s xSk
et s SR R LR A b Ty S i AT N

S e Ve D W P P

e B i R T

S €30t b3t G Sayrini TV

Signif.

2y ey

o

df
3

Coof AW L AT

L T
. [P

S,

Gean kv

o

B e

e ey g e e
tiass T PN T e,

b i

15

16.36
30.67
22,2

VAR L PEHLITAR a1, 1T g o

-

R R

-
Dt S sy

on the Antioch Language Placement Test
N
1
9
2l

Gain Scores of Experimental and Control Groups

e gl Vo7 3BT At

Exper 1.
Exper. II

Control

ccmriaon

Appendix, cont 'd.

o w B WP A RSP e Y LR
e D gy L

e
Q
IC
o

VR B A o A ik, g

B e S e et 1 AT D0 ot o g A T A g U TS B by 2 gt R e Ty T O P




1.

2.

5.

Appendix, comnt 'd. =12

TABLE VII
Student Attitudes Toward the Control and Experimental Procedures

Comparison X s? N t df  Signif.
Presents what he has to say clearly, at your level of understanding
Control 2.6l 8L 11 .9 1 ns
Exper. II 2.ulh  1.24 31 8 P
Exper. I 2,50 1.27 167 18 L ns

Dieplays an active personal interest in you, as by being easy to
approach, willing to help

Control 1.54 .48

Exper. II 2.13 .98 > 2. lz tz .01

Exper. I 2.25 1.1 > 3 ns
Gets you interested in his subject

Control 2.09 1.29 11

Exper. II 2.53 1.44 31 ) 1.10 ns

Exper. I 1.75 56 16> 2.79 L6 .01

Makes learning active for you, as by stimulating thinking,
encouraging participation, guiding discussion

Control 2.27 1.63
Exper. II 2,13 1.23 1> 33 ns
Exper. I 2.00 2.07 16> 32 L6 ns

Knows subject thoroughly enough to organize course and relate it
to others; integrates materials, answers questions

Control 2.64  1.Lh 1N

Exper. II 2.00 .97 31/ .60 Lo .05

Exper. I 2.06  1.27 167 02 L6 ns
Over-all Rating

Control 11.45  1.03 11\ ) "

Exper. II 11.25 1.23 .29 ns

Exper. I 10.56  1.80 > .56 L6 ns
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Survey of Student Tpinion of Teaohing

NAME OF INSTRUCTCR CUISE AND NUMBER CREDIT
YOUR FiELD o YEAR IN COLLECE YOUR SIGNATURE

The main task of the college is teaching. It is of first importance that the
college be contiruously informed of the quality of its teaching and the respects ir
which that teaching can be improveds Students are in a position to Judge the quale-
ity of teaching from direct experience.

You are being asked to indicate your
opinion of your instructor in this course.
In order to do so, first fill in the blanks MOST SATISFACTORY:
with the names of five teacherms you have had
at Antioch, not including your instructor in ABOVE ALVERAGE:
this course. Choose one who is most satisfac-

tory, one who is above average, one who is AVERAGE ¢
average, ono vhosc teaching is below average,
one whose teaching is leaest satisfactory. BELOW AVERAGHS

Write in these names in the order of their
total effectiveness as teachers from best to LEAST SATISFACTRYs
poorest. Be sure to fill in every space,

using a different name in each ones

You are to compare your instructor in this class with the five teachers you
have just listede Draw a circle around the number that indicates his position with
respect to the other five. His name will make the sixth, so that he can be assigned
any r)mmber from 1 (better than anyone on the 1list) to 6 poorer than anyone on the
1ist).

Do this for each of the five qualities, making each answer a separate judgment.
"Obviously in only extremely rare cases will the circled number be the same for all
qualities.

lo Gets you interested in his subject......................... 12 3 h 5 6

2. Makes learning active for you, as by stimulating thinking,
encouraging participation, guiding discussionecccsccecesees 123 465 6

3. Knows subject thoroughly enough to organize course and re-
late it to others, integrate material, answer questionse.ee 1 23 L4 5 6

Le Displays an active, personal intereet in you ag by being
easy to approach, patient, willing to helpecccececceeceees 123456

5. Presents what he has to say clearly, at your level of
mderstanding.............................................. 123h56 é

Write in your own words your general comment on his teaching in this course 3
(use the back of the sheet, also, if you wish),
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Name Age Sex

High School (last attended)

1.
2.

3.

5.
6.

16.
17.

Background bLatu Sheet

Did you have French in Elementary School? yes no

If your answer was YES to (1), how long did you have French?
years months

Did you take French in Junior High School? yes no

If your answer was YES to (3), how long did you take French?
years months

Did you take French in Senior High School? yes no

If your answer was YES to (5), how long did you take French?
courses (levels)

Have you ever traveled in French speaking countrics? Yes no
To what extent?

Did you learn to speak the language? no slightly moderately fivently
Do your parents speak French? Mother yes no

Father . Yes no

Do you speak French at home? yes no

Do you speak any language besides English at home? yes no

If you answer YES to (12), which other language(s) do you speak
at home?

Have you taken private lessons in French? Yes

I8

If your answer was YES to (1k), how much French did you cover?

Can you read French? no slightly moderately fluently

Is there any other information that would help us in evaluating the
experiences you have had in modern foreign languages? Please elaborate.
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